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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 



ANITA CRANE, ) 

9770 Hagel Circle ) 

Lorton, VA 22079 ) 



r' 



05-0007704 



; Civil Clerk s Office 
V { SEP 2 1 2tM CA. \^o. 

NATIONAL CABLE SATELLITE C(ilPOl|g][g^J,^^J;gj 

akaC-SPAN 1 Washington, "Si.'* 

400 North Capitol Street ■ "^ ' y- 

Suite 650 ) 

Washington, D.C. 20001 ) 

) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

Defendant. ) 

. . ) 

COMPLAINT 
(DISCRIMINATION IN EMPLOYMENT ON THE BASIS OF DISABILITY, 

RELIGION, AND RETALIATION) 

Plaintiff Anita Crane by her attorneys, John F. Karl, Jr., and Karl & Tarone, sues her former 



employer and states: 



I. PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 



1. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to § 11-921 ofthe D.C. Code (1981). 

2. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the defendant pursuant to D.C. Code § 1 3-423 
because defendant's principal place of business is in the District of Columbia and because 
defendants caused tortious injury to plaintiff in the District of Columbia. 

3. Plaintiff Crane is a resident of Lorton, Virginia. Plaintiff is Roman Catholic and 
suffers from chronic diabetes that causes blurring of her vision when she is placed under excessive 
stress. Plaintiff raises claims under Title VH ofthe Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended. 

Page 1 of 4 



Case 1 :05-cv-02052-RMU Document 1-2 Filed 10/19/2005 Page 2 of 7 

II. BACKGROUND FACTS 

4. Plaintiff Crane was employed by defendant as a Promotions Producer and received good 
performance reviews from 1999 to 2002. However, in February 5, 2002, defendant subjected 
plaintiff to disparate treatment and discrimination on the basis of her religion and disability. On 
February 5, 2003, defendant rated Crane's performance as "unsuccessful" and placed her on 90-day 
probationary period. Plaintiff objected to this review and the probation and advised defendant that 
ongoing stress at work caused her to suffer blurred vision. 

5 . On February 27, 2003, defendant demanded her resignation because she suffered from 
chronic diabetes and its complications, including blurred vision. Plaintiff refiised to resign. 

6. On April 23, 2003, Ms. Crane engaged in protected activity by submitting an internal 
complaint of discrimination to defendant's Executive Vice President. 

7. In retaliation for engaging in protected activity and for discriminatory reasons, 
defendant demoted Ms. Crane on June 25, 2003. 

8. Defendant and its employees also subjected Ms. Crane to negative comments about 
her Roman Catholic religion, thereby creating a hostile work environment. 

9. On October 3, 2003, defendant terminated Ms. Crane's employment for 
discriminatory and retaliatory reasons. 

10. Plaintiff exhausted her administrative remedies by filing with the District of 
Columbia Office of Human Rights ("OHR") and then seeking review of the OHR's investigation by 
the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission ("EEOC"). The EEOC issued a Notice of Right 
to Sue letter to plaintiff by letter dated June 20, 2005 that was returned by the U.S. Post Office to the 
EEOC on July 11, 2005. Plaintiff Received the Notice of Right to Sue on August 8, 2005. 
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COUNT I 
(DISCRIMINATION ON THE BASIS OF DISABILITY, RELIGION, AND 

RETALIATION) 

1 1 . Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by reference all of the allegations set forth in ^l 
though 1 above. 

12. Defendant subjected plaintiffs work to heightened scrutiny and created double 
standard for evaluation of her work. Defendant pressured her to resign, placed her on probation, 
demoted her and later fired her. Defendant discriminated and retaliated against plaintiff on the basis 
of her disability and her religion. Defendant then retaliated against plaintiff for engaging in protected 
activity in violation of Title VH of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands declaratory and injunctive relief against defendant that 
defendant violated the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and that she is entitled to reinstatement. Plaintiff 
also seeks compensatory damages in the amount of $300,000 in compensatory and punitive damages, 
plus interest, reasonable attorney's fees and costs. Plaintiff further requests the Court grant such 
other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate, proper and just. 

Respectfully submitted. 





John IF. Karl, Jr. #292458 

K^& Tarone 

900 17* Street, NW, Suite 1250 

Washington, DC 20006 

202.293.3200 

202.429.1851 (fax) 

Counsel for Plaintiff 

ifklaw@igc.org 
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JURY DEMAND 



Plaintiff demands a trial by jury. 
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^upcrttrr Ctert of % listrUt of (Enlumlifa 

aviL DiviaoN 

500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Room JM-170 
Washington, D.C. 20001 Telephone: 879-1133 



Anita Crane 



vs. 



Plaintiff 



05-0007704 



INational Cable Satellite Corporation 



Civil Action No. 



1 



Defendant 



SUMMONS 

To the above named Defendant: 

copy of the AnswerT &e IZmlrUhk. S ??l Answer with the Court either before you serve a 
to file an Answer iudgment hv H.fH u ^^\ ^^! ^ ^^^^ *^^e served the plaintiff If you fail 

complaS ' •' ^ ^^ ^^^^""^^ "'^y ^^ ^""^^'^^ ^g^inst y«« for the relief demanded in the 



Clerk of the Court 



John F. Karl, Jr. 



PlaintifiPs Attorney 



Karl & Tarone 



|900 1 7th St, NW: Suite 1250 



202.293.3200 



I] 




Telephone 



Date 



L5ES 



cir 



l°B^^. N.W™ROOS°S ?70™" ""^ ™ ''■™'^" ^^ ™^ «"''^'«°« COURT OF D.C, 500 INDIANA 
Fw* CVtCHMMtf. n 

NOTE: SEE IMPORTANT INFORMATION ON BACK OF THIS FDRM. 



Case 1 :05-cv-02052-RMU Document 1-2 Filed 10/19/2005 Page 6 of 7 

MPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO SERVE AND FILE AN ANSWER WTTHTN th 

AFTER 



OOim^ NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT MAY BE ENTERED 
n?;^.S^^ ^°^ ^^^ ™ ^ONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMAl^ED if ™ 
S?^?^^^^- ^ ™^^ OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR 
PERSONAL PROPERTY OR REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN A\T> SO™ O PAY 

If you wish to talk to a lawyer and feel that you cannot afford to pay a fee to a lawyer, promptly contact 

one of the offices of the Legal Aid Society (628-1 161) or the Neighborhood Legal Services (682-2700) for help 
or come to Room JM 170 at 500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., for more information concerning where you may 
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SUPERfOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

CIVIL DIVISION 

ANITA CRANE 

,,,}?•,, C.A.NO. 2005 C A 007704 B 

NATIONAL CABLE SATELLITE CORPORATION 

INITIAL ORDER 




.u.^JI''^""^"^ ^° ^-^^ ^°^^ § ^ ^"^^^ ^"^ ^i't"^t of Columbia Superior Court Rule of Civil Procedure 
("SCR Civ") 40-1, it is hereby ORDERED as follows: 

(1) Effective this date, this case has assigned to the individual calendar designated below. All future filings 
in this case shall bear the calendar number and the judge's name beneath the case number in the caption On 
filing any motion or paper related thereto, one copy (for the judge) must be delivered to the Clerk along with the 

(2) Within 60 days of the filing of the complaint, plaintiff must file proof of serving on each defendant- 
copies of the Summons, the Complaint, and this Initial Order. As to any defendant for whom such proof of 
service has not been filed the Conjplaint will be dismissed without prejudice for want of prosecution unless the 
time tor serving the defendant has been extended as provided in SCR Civ 4(o). 

(3) Within 20 days of service as described above, except as otherwise noted in SCR Civ 12, each defendant 
must respond to the Complaint by filing an Answer or other responsive reading. As to the defendant who has 
^ovfdfd i^lcR Civ ?5^r and judgment will be entered unless the time to respond has been extenS^d " 

...J^\^V^^ time and place noted below, all counsel and um-epresented parties shall appear before the 

r!^!-''^^" "TJff ^l^'^"""^ '"^ ^^"'^'"^"^ ^°"f^^^"^^ '^ ^^''^'^ the possibilities of settlement and 
to establish a schedule for the completion of all proceedings, including, normally, either mediation c^e 

r eateTbfnd^^^^^^^^^^^ Counsel shall discuss with their clients firior to ti.e conference whether the clients " 

Officl^r2S'^°«VQ''™'^'' '^' ^T """'f i'^°^ '' inconvenient for any party or counsel, the Civil Assigmnent 
Office (202) 879-1750 may continue the Conference once, with the consent of all parties, to either of the two 
succeeding Fridays. Request must be made not less than six business days before the schedu ing conference dal 
No other continuance of the conference will be granted except upon motion for good cause sho^ 

Chief Judge Ruflis G. King, III 
Case Assigned to: Judge FREDERICK H. WEISBERG 
Date: September 2 1 , 2005 

Initial Conference: 9:30 am, Friday, December 23, 2005 
Location: Courtroom 318 

500 Indiana Avenue N.W. 

WASHINGTON, DC 20001 



Caio.doc 



